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upon the table, and that any state-
ments relating thereto be printed in
the RECORD.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The resolution (S. Res. 64) was agreed
to.

The preamble was agreed to.
The resolution, with its preamble,

reads as follows:
S. RES. 64

Whereas Ireland has a long and tragic his-
tory of civil conflict that has left a deep and
profound legacy of suffering;

Whereas since 1969 more than 3,200 people
have died and thousands more have been in-
jured as a result of political violence in
Northern Ireland;

Whereas a series of efforts by the Govern-
ments of the Republic of Ireland and the
United Kingdom to facilitate peace and an
announced cessation of hostilities created an
historic opportunity for a negotiated peace;

Whereas in June 1996, for the first time
since the partition of Ireland in 1922, rep-
resentatives elected from political parties in
Northern Ireland pledged to adhere to the
principles of nonviolence and commenced
talks regarding the future of Northern Ire-
land;

Whereas the talks greatly intensified in
the spring of 1998 under the chairmanship of
former United States Senator George Mitch-
ell;

Whereas the active participation of British
Prime Minister Tony Blair and Irish
Taoiseach Bertie Ahern was critical to the
success of the talks;

Whereas on Good Friday, April 10, 1998, the
parties to the negotiations each made honor-
able compromises to conclude a peace agree-
ment for Northern Ireland, which has be-
come known as the Good Friday Peace
Agreement;

Whereas on Friday, May 22, 1998, an over-
whelming majority of voters in both North-
ern Ireland and the Republic of Ireland ap-
proved by referendum the Good Friday Peace
Agreement;

Whereas the United States must remain in-
volved politically and economically to en-
sure the long-term success of the Good Fri-
day Peace Agreement; and

Whereas April 10, 1999, marks the first an-
niversary of the Good Friday Peace Agree-
ment: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—
(1) recognizes the historic significance of

the first anniversary of the Good Friday
Peace Agreement;

(2) salutes British Prime Minister Tony
Blair and Irish Taoiseach Bertie Ahern and
the elected representatives of the political
parties in Northern Ireland for creating the
opportunity for a negotiated peace;

(3) commends former Senator George
Mitchell for his leadership on behalf of the
United States in guiding the parties toward
peace;

(4) congratulates the people of the Repub-
lic of Ireland and Northern Ireland for their
courageous commitment to work together in
peace;

(5) reaffirms the bonds of friendship and co-
operation that exist between the United
States and the Governments of the Republic
of Ireland and the United Kingdom, which
ensure that the United States and those Gov-
ernments will continue as partners in peace;
and

(6) encourages all parties to move forward
to implement the Good Friday Peace Agree-
ment.

Mr. BROWNBACK. Mr. President, I
have a series of items I need to go

through and a discussion I want to
have, but I understand the Senator
from Michigan has some comments to
make, so I yield the floor to the Sen-
ator from Michigan.
f

TOBACCO RECOUPMENT
Mr. ABRAHAM. Mr. President, I

thank the Senator from Kansas. I
wanted to just briefly speak in rela-
tionship to the Harkin-Specter amend-
ment with regard to the tobacco
recoupment issue and the issue of ex-
actly what should happen to the funds
that the States are now entitled to re-
ceive as a result of the legal settlement
that was achieved between 46 States
and the tobacco companies.

Mr. President, this, to me, should be
a pretty clear-cut result. The States
entered into this litigation. They did
all the work. They made the case per-
suasively. They were finally able to
prevail on the merits, in terms of con-
vincing the other side to engage in a
settlement. So, for those reasons, it
does not seem to me to be particularly
difficult to conclude that the benefits,
the proceeds, the settlement moneys
ought to go to the States. I believe,
since the States did this on their own
and since the States are certainly quite
knowledgeable about the needs of their
constituents, that we should allow
them not only to be the recipients of
those funds but we should give them
the discretion to make the decisions
that are necessary as to what priorities
to set in spending those dollars.

Let me just begin briefly with the
basic case itself. The States joined to-
gether. The Federal Government did
not play a role in the technical sense,
or as a party to the proceedings. In-
deed, in his State of the Union Address
the President even indicated he was di-
recting the Department of Justice and
the Attorney General to bring a sepa-
rate litigation on behalf of the people
of the United States against the to-
bacco companies. Presumably, one
would not bring that case if one did not
think that the States’ decisions were
separate from any kind of Federal com-
ponent.

Once the States won, of course,
money became available. Unfortu-
nately, at that point the Federal Gov-
ernment, through the Health Care Fi-
nance Administration, is attempting to
intercede in the President’s budget to a
very substantial degree, trying to
wrest control of a substantial portion
of those dollars. As I recall, roughly 60
percent of the first 5 years’ revenues to
the States which, under the President’s
budget, would, instead, be diverted to
Washington. The basis for their claim
is, in my judgment, a weak one, predi-
cated on the argument that Medicaid
overpayments are to be returned to the
States. This is not a Medicaid overpay-
ment from the Federal Government.
This is a settlement between the
States and these tobacco companies, a
settlement fairly reached and a settle-
ment based on the States’ belief that

their citizens had been in some ways
the victims of the illnesses relating to
tobacco.

That said, we have now moved to a
slightly different stage. In the content
of this supplemental appropriation bill
is language which would make it abso-
lutely and explicitly clear that the
States will receive these dollars. Now,
we have before us an amendment that
says: OK, if the States are going to get
the money they still have to spend it
on the priorities set by bureaucrats in
Washington. Indeed, it is my under-
standing that the proposed amendment
would essentially place the Secretary
of Health and Human Services in a po-
sition to determine what programs
qualify for, and whether States are in
compliance with, these Federal man-
dates for 25 years. Basically, what this
amendment says is approximately 50
percent, 50 percent of the settlement
moneys have to be spent the way Wash-
ington dictates, and that the Secretary
of Health and Human Services will de-
cide not only what that dictation
means but whether the States have
done it. The States will be required to
engage in extensive recordkeeping and
an annual process of appealing for ap-
proval, the same kind of bureaucratic
redtape that costs money and com-
plicates, in my judgment, far too many
things we do already.

If the Secretary of Health and
Human Services, and it’s not just this
Secretary but any Secretary over the
next quarter of a century, doesn’t
agree with the States, they can then
veto, in effect, the States’ expenditures
costing the States as much as approxi-
mately $123 billion during that time.

The bottom line is, I think, a fairly
simple one. Who knows best what the
needs of the States are, the States
themselves or bureaucrats in the De-
partment of Health and Human Serv-
ices? I believe the States do. I think we
can trust the States to make the right
decisions as to how to spend the mon-
eys derived from the tobacco settle-
ments. That is assuming, of course,
that we have any right to tell them in
the first place. I do not even acknowl-
edge that. But assuming there even
was a right of the Federal Government
in some respect, I just cannot imagine
why anybody here in Washington is
going to do a better job than people at
the State level in making these judg-
ments.

The priorities that have been set
which relate to such things as
counteradvertising or youth awareness
or public health priorities, are prior-
ities virtually every State has already
set for themselves. Many of the States,
including I believe my own, have done
great things along the way to try to
discourage smoking by young people
and to address public health needs. If
they have done that well, the notion
that they now have to spend new mon-
eys recouped through this settlement
on these programs at least in my judg-
ment would be a grievous error.

So it comes back to something we
talk about a lot around here: Who
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should set priorities and who knows
best? In my view, the people at the
local and State level, on issues and
problems like this, do know best. They
ought to make the decisions as to how
the money, which was rightfully won
by them in these lawsuits, ought to be
spent. And we in Washington ought to
be happy that there is going to be an
abundance of resources going to the
States to address the top priorities of
those States.

The notion that we have to dictate
how 50 percent or even 30 percent or 10
percent of these dollars have to be
spent, I think both, A, incorrectly pre-
sumes that somehow we had a stake in
the lawsuit and, B, that, somehow we
know better. I believe it has been prov-
en time after time that we do not know
better, particularly in these types of
matters which obviously have peculiar-
ities that differ from State to State.

So, for those reasons I rise in opposi-
tion to the amendment. I look forward
to working with the Senator from
Texas and with a variety of other Sen-
ators who have been working together
as cosponsors of the legislation that is
included in the supplemental appro-
priation bill, to make sure that first
and foremost the States get access to
all the money won in the settlements
and that, second, the States have the
right to make the decisions as to how
to spend those dollars.

So, Mr. President, I hope we will be
successful in preventing agreement to
this amendment. I look forward to
working on this until it is completed.

I yield the floor.
f

REPORT OF THE CONGRESSIONAL
COMMISSION ON MILITARY
TRAINING AND GENDER-RE-
LATED ISSUES

Mr. BROWNBACK. Mr. President, I
want to make note of a report that
came out today that is one, I think, we
are going to be seeing and hearing
quite a bit more about in the U.S. Sen-
ate. It was a report of the Congres-
sional Commission on Military Train-
ing and Gender-Related Issues.

I rise today to briefly comment on
the status of the report and the testi-
mony that was submitted today by the
members of the Congressional Commis-
sion on Military Training and Gender-
Related Issues, a hearing that took
place in the House Armed Services
Committee. While not the final report
of this commission, the initial report
does give indications as to their find-
ings and, I think, warrants some dis-
cussion in the U.S. Senate.

A number of Members will recall, last
year we had a spirited discussion about
gender-integrated barracks during
basic training. The discussion was cen-
tered around issues of, is this the most
effective way to train our young men
and women in the services, to have
gender-integrated barracks? These are
young men and women just entering
into the military. They are going
through basic training. There are a lot

of difficult issues that they are facing,
as they are being trained into a fight-
ing force. Then on top of that, we put
them in the same barracks together at
night, after they have been side by side
during the day. Ask yourself, are you
going to be asking for problems if you
have got young men and women who
are put into the same barracks, right
after a long day, next to each other
with not a lot of other diversions at
night?

We have had, unfortunately, a report
of many instances of sexual harass-
ment that have taken place, and worse,
in these gender-integrated barracks. I
am not speaking about basic training. I
am talking about the barracks.

The report that came out today notes
some progress in improving that sexual
harassment and other problems that
we have experienced with gender-inte-
grated barracks during basic training,
but it still invites the question of, why
do we even ask for any problems at all?
They are saying, the problem level is
down, but why are we asking for prob-
lems at all by having these integrated
barracks during basic training? Why
don’t we separate the genders during
basic training? That was the point that
a number of us made last year. A lot of
people thought, let’s put it off until
this report. The report notes we have
some progress, but we still have prob-
lems.

I think this hearing that was held
today and the preliminary report that
was issued merit a full hearing taking
place in the U.S. Senate Armed Serv-
ices Committee to review this very
issue. Is this the best way? Is this the
right way, and is this the way that is
leading to more problems than we need
to confront of the current policy of in-
tegrating the sexes in their barracks
during basic training?

I think not. We will continue to have
problems we just do not need to invite.
I hope that the Senate will take this on
as a serious problem as we start to deal
with the report that comes out today.
f

AMTRAK ‘‘CITY OF NEW ORLEANS’’
DERAILMENT

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, millions of
Americans awoke yesterday to the
tragic news of the derailment of the
Amtrak ‘‘City of New Orleans’’ pas-
senger train in Bourbonnais, Illinois.
Late Monday night, the train, bound
for New Orleans from Chicago, struck a
tractor trailer at a highway/railroad
crossing, throwing the two locomotives
and 11 of the 14 cars off the tracks.
More than 100 of the 196 passengers, 18
crew members, and two off-duty Am-
trak employees were injured. At least
eleven passengers were killed, includ-
ing three Mississippians.

Both Tricia and I are keeping the
families of the victims of this terrible
tragedy in our prayers, especially the
Bonnin and Lipscomb families of
DeSoto County, Mississippi. June
Bonnin of Nesbit, Mississippi was diag-
nosed with what doctors described as

incurable cancer five years ago. How-
ever, her strong faith in God kept her
going and inspired others around her.
She and her granddaughter, Jessica
Tickle of Memphis, Tennessee, are in
God’s hands now, and her daughter
Ashley was severely injured. Rainey
and Lacey Lipscomb, two young sisters
from Lake Cormorant, Mississippi, also
perished in this crash. We grieve with
these families for their loss.

Mr. President, a group of students
and adults from Clinton High School
and Covenant Christian School in Clin-
ton, Mississippi riding that train were
returning to Mississippi after a spring-
break ski trip. These young teenagers
were jolted into a nightmare situation
as some of the train’s locomotives and
cars overturned, split open, and caught
fire.

I want to recognize the reactions of
two of those students during this ca-
tastrophe. Clinton High School stu-
dents Michael Freeman and Caleb
McNair quickly recovered from the ini-
tial shock of this crash and went to the
aid of their fellow students and pas-
sengers. The Jackson, Mississippi
newspaper reported today that Michael
located an escape route through a side
window, which was now at the top of
their overturned passenger coach, built
a ladder from broken seats, climbed
out, and pulled his fellow students out
to safety. Meanwhile, Caleb searched
the coach for his fellow students. They
had rescued more than a dozen stu-
dents by the time emergency personnel
arrived on scene. Michael then assisted
one of the injured students to a tele-
phone so she could notify her parents.

Mr. President, the actions of these
two young men may have prevented
the other students from suffering addi-
tional injury or even death. Their reac-
tion during this unexpected and dis-
orienting event was truly commend-
able, as was the response by local,
state, and Federal emergency per-
sonnel, Amtrak, and the Red Cross.

It is unfortunate that the Nation’s
awareness of the dangers of road/rail-
way crossings tends to be raised by
tragedies such as this, only to fade as
time passes. Drivers who fail to heed
rail intersection warnings place not
only themselves at risk, but others as
well. More needs to be done to prevent
such accidents. I intend to work with
my colleagues this year to do just that.

f

MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE

At 12:25 p.m., a message from the
House of Representatives, delivered by
Mr. Hayes, one of its reading clerks,
announced that the House has passed
the following bills, in which it requests
the concurrence of the Senate:

H.R. 774. An act to amend the Small Busi-
ness Act to change the conditions of partici-
pation and provide an authorization of ap-
propriations for the women’s business center
program.

H.R. 807. An act to amend title 5, United
States Code, to provide portability of service
credit to persons who leave employment
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